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TO 

THE  PRESIDENT  AND  FELLOWS  OF  THE  ROYAL  COLLEGE 
OF  PHYSICIANS  OF  EDINBURGH. 


Edinburgh,  \st  May  1858. 

Gentlemen, 

I  gather  from  certain  documents,  which 
have  been  recently  circulated  among  you,  that  a  tendency  ex- 
ists at  present  to  supersede,  by  written  pleadings,  the  viva  voce 
discussion  of  the  important  matters  which  come  before  us.  I 
vyould  have  hesitated  to  set  the  example  of  so  unusual  a  course, 
but  I  now,  not  reluctantly,  follow  it,  deeply  anxious  as  I  am  to 
have  your  calm  and  earnest  attention  directed  to  certain  facts 
and  principles  which  are  liable  to  be  overlooked  in  the  heat  and 
excitement  of  a  keen  debate. 

I  am  the  more  constrained  to  this  from  observing  that,  at 
the  meeting  held  on  the  9th  of  April,  several  FeUows  were 
present  who  do  not  usually  manifest,  by  the  regularity  of  their 
attendance,  much  interest  in  the  College  and  its  affairs,  and  who 
cannot  therefore  be  expected  to  know  much  of  the  engagements 
into  which  we  have  entered  with  other  bodies,  and  the  compli- 
cated arrangements  thence  arising,  which  must  always  to  a 
great  extent  influence  our  decisions.  Another  class  too  I 
would  fain  reach  in  this  way, — those  who,  in  a  printed  paper 
recently  circulated,  have  informed  us  that  they  were  not  pre- 
sent at  the  discussion,  and,  therefore,  were  ignorant  altogether 
or  very  imperfectly  informed  on  the  important  principle  then 
decided,  and  yet  have  intimated  how  they  would  have  voted 
had  they  been  present.  I  know  very  certainly  that  the  opinions 
of  several  Fellows  were  changed  in  the  course  of  the  debate; 
that  some  voted  on  that  occasion  with  the  majority  who  had 
been  induced  previously,  by  ex  parte  statements  out  of  doors, 
to  hold  a  different  view,  and  that  we  were  indebted  for  the 
success  of  Dr  Seller's  motion  on  that  occasion,  if  not  to  the 
arguments  of  those  who  supported  it,  at  least  to  the  tone  of  its  op- 
ponents, and  especially  to  that  of  the  learned  Professor  who  spoke 
last  against  it.  I  can  only  hope  that  some  of  those  who  have 
put  tlieir  names  to  the  document  referred  to  would  have  voted 
differently  from  what  they  now  believe,  had  they  been  present 
on  that  occasion. 

But,  be  this  as  it  may,  it  is  rumoured  that  the  utmost 
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exertions  are  being  made  to  overturn,  at  the  quarterly  meet 
ingto  be  held  on  Tuesday,  (4th  May,)  our  late  decision ; 
break  faith  with,  and  sever  our  connection  with  the  other  coj 
porate  bodies,  including  not  only  the  Colleges  of  Surgeons 
Edinburgh  and  England,  but  the  Colleges  of  Physicians 
London  and  Dublin  ;  to  separate  us,  in  short,  from  all  oth 
bodies  having  interests  similar  to  our  own  ;  to  destroy  the  fre 
dom  which  we  have  acquired  after  so  many  years  of  storn 
struggl  e  and  debate;  and  to  convert  our  College  once  more  in 
to  a  mere  appanage  of  the  University,  stripped  alike  of  iii 
fluence  and  power. 

I  trust  there  will  be  independence  enough  in  the  College 
resist  this  attempt  if  it  be  made,  and,  as  my  contribution  to  ti; 
cause  of  freedom,  I  wish  to  place  in  your  hands  a  short  sketc 
of  the  history  of  Medical  Reform  during  the  last  fifteen  yean., 

I  have  always  held,  and  openly  maintained,  that  our  Ccw 
lege  has  interests  separate  and  independent  either  from  til 
University  or  the  College  of  Surgeons  ;  that  its  Fellows  ougri 
not  to  identify  our  College  too  much  with  either  of  these  bodiee 
that  our  policy  is  to  hold  the  balance  between  their  antagonistl 
interests,  and  so  to  prove  b(;neficial  to  both.  If  there  be  paa 
ties  in  our  College,  let  us  eschew  both  the  "  University  partyv 
and  the  "  College  of  Surgeons  party,"  and  let  our  watchwoiii 
be,—"  The  College  of  Physicians  for  itself." 

In  1842,  (to  go  no  farther  back,)  a  meeting  was  held 
London,  attended  by  Drs  Christison  and  Renton,  and  Mr  Wi'i 
liam  Wood,  as  delegates  from  the  University,  the  College  < 
Physicians,  and  the  College  of  Surgeons  respectively,  and  a 
agreement  was  then  drawn  up,  which  secured  the  united  acticc  ^ 
of  these  bodies,  and  the  harmony  thus  established  continuw  , 
uninterrupted  until  1854. 

Previously  to  that  year,  indeed,  claims  had  been  whispern 
on  the  part  of  the  University  not  sooner  preferred,  but  in  1811 
they  were  openly  stated,  and  action  taken  in  support  of  there 
On  the  motion  of  a  Professor  in  the  University,  the  College  ■ 
Surgeons  first  resiled  from  the  agreement,  and,  subsequent! 
the  Senatus  Academicus  transmitted  to  the  College  of  Pliys 
cians  a  series  of  resolutions,  breaking  oflF  from  the  engagemeri  j" 
of  1842,  on  the  ground  that  the  College  "  carried  on  with  til 
Provincial  Medical  Association  of  England,  and  without  cow 
currence  with  the  Medical  Faculty  of  the  University,"  negotiji; 
tions  in  regard  to  Medical  Reform.    This  flimsy  allegation  wf 
set  at  rest  by  a  Report  made  by  the  Committee  on  Medici 
Reform  to  the  College  on  the  7th  November  1854,  (Minut«, 
1854,  p.  24,)  in  which  it  is  shewn  that  the  Secretary  of  tl;^ 
College  of  Physicians  did  communicate  with  the  Dean  of  tH 


Medical  Faculty  before  taking-*  any  steps  with  regard  to  the 
Bill  of  the  Provincial  Association,  and  did  not  receive  either 
remonstrance  or  reply. 

No  sooner  had  the  University  thus  succeeded  in  freeing  the 
College  of  Surgeons  and  themselves  from  the  engagements  pre- 
viously subsisting  than  they  united  with  that  body,  and  the  two 
together  sent  Professor  Syme  to  London,  as  a  joint  delegate 
from  both,  to  a  Conference  held  there  in  1854,  and  that  gen- 
tleman, without  any  consulta|ion  with  your  delegate,  (Dr 
Ronton,)  then  also  in  London,  proposed  a  plan  of  Medical 
Reform,  in  which  the  very  existence  of  the  College  of  Physi- 
cians was  ignored. 

The  independence  wliich  then  existed  in  the  College  of  Phy- 
sicians at  once  displayed  itself  on  that  occasion,  and  the  digni- 
fied rebuke  which  it  administered  to  its  erring  allies  is  still  on 
record.  Bound  neither  to  the  Universities  nor  to  the  College 
of  Surgeons,  and  uninfluenced  by  the  change  of  councils  in 
either  of  these  bodies,  it  held  on  the  even  tenor  of  its  way,  and 
had  soon  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  the  College  of  Surgeons  re- 
turn to  those  principles  which  it  had  been  induced  to  desert; 
while  the  course  pursued  by  the  University  necessarily  tended 
still  farther  to  widen  the  breach  which  that  body  had  been  the 
first  to  open. 

I  need  not  detain  you  by  the  history  of  the  attempts  at  Me- 
dical Reform  made  subsequently,  nor  by  detailing  all  that  the 
College  did  in  the  matter,  until  the  two  rival  Bills  of  Mr  Head- 
lam  and  Lord  Elcho  were  referred,  in  1856,  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons.  The  bill  which  this  Select 
Committee  prepared  the  Col leg'e  determined  to  support;  and 
though  they  stood  alone  in  their  approval  of  it,  they  sent  two 
delegates  to  London,  (Drs  Begbie  and  Alex.  Wood,)  who  did 
their  utmost  to  secure  its  becoming  law,  but  the  opposition  to 
it  was  so  great,  that  Mr  Cowper  never  brought  it  before  Par- 
liament again.  The  chief  obstacle  to  Medical  Reform  has  all 
along  been  felt  to  be  the  power  of  the  great  English  Corpora- 
tions, and  it  was  believed  that,  could  they  be  induced  to  sup- 
port a  measure,  there  was  some  probability  of  its  success.  With 
this  end  in  view,  a  meeting  was  held  in  London  between  some 
of  the  Corporations,  and  certain  resolutions  were  agreed  to  as  a 
basis  of  union.  The  College  of  Physicians  was  then  invited  to 
become  a  party  to  the  union,  but  before  doing  so  a  letter  was 
written  to  Mr  Cowper  enquiring  whether  the  Bill  of  the  Select 
Committee  was  likely  to  be  revived.  The  answer  of  Mr  Cowper 
indicating  that  its  re-introductioti  into  Parliament  was  impro- 
bable, the  College  sent  delegates  (Drs  Renton  and  Seller)  to  a 
Conference  of  tlie  Corporations  in  London,  and  there  the  Bill 
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of  Mr  Heacllam  of  last  Session  was  drawn  up,  and  this  College 
became  parties  to  that  Bill. 

In  the  courseof  the  negotiations  which  followed,  it  was  thought 
that  the  Delegates  of  your  College  had  yielded  too  much  to  the 
College  of  Surgeons,  and  the  result  was,  that  a  disapproval  of 
their  Report  was  carried,  which  led  at  once  to  their  resignation. 
The  College  shewing,  on  this  as  on  a  previous  occasion,  their 
perfect  independence  of  the  College  of  Surgeons  or  of  any  other 
body. 

Lord  Elcho  subsequently  re-  introduced  the  Bill  of  the  Select 
Committee,  but  in  a  speech  breathing  throughout  the  utmost 
animosity  to  Corporations,  especially  to  the  College  of  Physi- 
cians of  Edinburgh,  the  animus  of  which  clearly  shewed  his-; 
views,  and  the  real  object  of  his  Bill.*  His  recent  appearance  aS' 
a  steward  of  the  Homoeopathic  dinner  is  not  likely  to  increase; 
the  confidence  of  the  profession  in  liim  as  a  Medical  Reformer. 

The  House  of  Commons,  however,  virtually  rejected  Lordl 
Elcho's  Bill,  Mr  Headlam's  being  read  a  second  time,  by  a  ma- 
jority of  147,  in  a  full  house,  and  notwithstanding  Governmentt 
influence  being  exerted  against  it.  Still  Lord  Palmerstoni 
would  not  give  Mr  Headlam  an  opportunity  of  getting  his  Billl 
into  Committee. 

Such  was  the  position  of  matters  down  to  the  present  Session,, 
when  Lord  Elcho  introduced  the  Bill  of  the  Select  Committee.', 
and  Mr  Cowper  a  Bill  entirely  new. 

Mr  Cowper's  Bill  may  be  characterized  as  a  bill  of  one  clauses. 
It  proposes  to  take  from  Parliament  all  powers  of  regulating; 
the  Medical  profession,  and  to  transfer  them  to  a  Council  oh 
23  members,  17  of  whom  are  to  be  nominated  by  the  Univer-- 
ties  and  Colleges,  and  6  by  the  Crown.  This  Council  is  to  hot 
intrusted  with  powers  to  fix  the  standard  of  qualification,  me-- 
thod  of  examination,  and  entrance  and  other  fees, — in  shortJ, 
to  regulate  the  whole  profession  without  any  limitation  what! 
ever. 

Personally  I  am  not  averse  to  such  an  experiment  beinjs 
tried.  Those  who  have  had  much  to  do  with  the  ParliamentJ 
ary  negotiations  on  this  subject  are  wearied,  and  hopeless  o? 
any  sensible  measure  becoming  law,  and  would  almost  hav.( 
run  the  risk  of  intrusting  these  extensive  powers  to  a  bod;i 
chosen  as  in  Mr  Cowper's  Bill.  Still  no  one  approves  of  tha^ 
Bill  exactly  as  it  stands.  Some  would  seek  to  secure  a  Council 
more  likely  to  be  friendly  to  their  views ;  others  would  hav.i 
liked  certain  limitations  to  be  put  on  their  power. 

*I  have  been  assured.  I  earnestly  hope  inaccurately,  that  our  College 's  >ndehted  fc>i 
the  contumelious  and  insulting  way  in  which  Lord  Elcho  spoke  of  it  to  the  prcK-^ed^ngs  . 
the  minority,  who  on  that  occasion  transmitted  to  Lord  Elcho,  as  they  now  piopose  to 
(or  have  done)  to  Mr  Cowper,  a  document  setting  forth  their  own  views,  and  mconectl 
reporting  the  views  and  actings  of  the  majority. 
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The  delegates  of  your  College,  (Drs  Begbie  and  Wood,)  at 
the  meeting  of  the  Scottish  Branch  of  Conference,  sought  to 
t  induce  them  to  accept  of  the  Bill  as  a  basis  ot  negotiation, 
;  but  in  vain.  The  delegate  of  your  College  m  London  (Dr 
f  Alexander  Wood)  was  more  successful  with  the  Scottish  and 
.  Irish  bodies  in  London,  but  signally  failed  when  he  endea- 
1  voured  to  set  the  General  Conference  to  examine  the  Bill  with 
r    a  view  to  its  amendment. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Conference,  however,  there  was  one 
t  objection  fatal  to  the  Bill.  While  everything  else  was  vague, 
I    and  left  to  the  decision  of  the  Council,  one  point  about  which 

■  there  has  been  incessant  discussion  was  settled  and  determined, 
s  Clause  XVIIL  of  that  Bill  provides,  "  For  the  purposes  of  re- 
R  gistration  under  this  Act,  the  bodies  hereinafter  mentioned  shall 
t    be  deemed  examining  bodies,"  and  among  these  appear  all  the 

Universities;  and  as  "  registration"  in  the  Bill  is  equivalent  to 
1    what  has  hitherto  been  called  "  license,"  it  is  evident  that,  whether 

■  rightly  or  wrongly,  this  clause  of  Mr  Cowper's  Bill  practically 
t  settles  the  question,  that  examination  by  a  University  (subject  to 
a  such  regulations  as  the  Council  may  determine)  is  sufficient /?er 
1     se  to  admit  to  registration,  L  e.,  to  qualify  for  Medical  practice. 

This  is  a  principle  which  this  College  and  the  other  Incorpora- 
,     tions  invariably  opposed,  and  therefore  the  Scottish  Branch  of 
,     Conference  first,  and  the  General  Conference  subsequently,  re- 
corded their  disapproval  of  it.    The  Council  of  our  College 
!,     brought  the  question  before  us  in  this  shape  ; — they  admitted 
i     in  their  report,  submitted  on  the  9tb  April,  that  the  College 
i     had  uniformly  held  and  expressed  the  opinion,  that  University 
Degrees  should  not  per  se  be  regarded  as  licenses  to  practice,  but 
e     they  seemed  to  think  it  advisable  that  the  College  should  re- 
consider its  opinion  on  this  subject.    Notwithstanding  that  this 
[,     report  was  submitted  unanimously  by  the  Council,  two  of  the 
Councillors,  in  moving  and  seconding  resolutions,  declared 
this  was  not  the  question  before  the  College,  and  the  mover  of 
J     the  amendment  sought  to  make  it  appear  that  the  motion  of 
|!     Dr  , Seller  threatened  annihilation  to  the  Universities,  whereas 
il     it  only  re-affirmed  an  opinion  of  the  College  which  had  often 
f     been  expressed  before. 

\        For  the  benefit  of  those  who  were  absent  on  that,  as  on  most 

il     of  the  previous  discussions  on  the  subject,  but  who  are  now  be- 
ginning to  take  an  interest  in  the  question,  as  evinced  by  their 

i     signing  the  Memorial  to  Mr  Cowper  recently  circulated,  I  may 
state  that  it  was  conclusively  shewn  in  the  debate, — 

Ist,  That  the  power  of  a  University  Degree  to  confer  per  se  a 

I     legal  license  for  general  practice  has  only  been  very  recently 

i:  claimed. 
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2d,  That  Dr  Christison,  when  he  appeared  before  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  on  9th  May  1848,, 
charged  with  the  interests  of  the  University,  stated  that  the 
University  Degree  confers  no  legal  privilege  to  practice. 

3d,  That  Mr  Syme,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate on  Medical  Reform,  published  in  1849,  says,  "  Now  alli 
this  vexatious  and  manifestly  hurtful  legislation  might  havcf 
been  avoided  by  simply  declaring  that  University  Degrees  were" 
to  be  regarded  merely  as  honorary  distinctions,  and  were  noti 
to  convey  any  privilege  to  practice.  I  know  that  the  Univer- 
sity of  Edinburgh  would  not  object  to  this,  and  believe  thati 
the  other  Universities  of  Scotland  would  agree  to  it.  The 
object  of  our  desire  is  not  to  license,  but  to  teach."  A  sen- 
tence clearly  shewing  that,  even  if  Professor  Syme  did  hold! 
that  the  University  Degree  did  confer  such  a  power,  he,  (andi 
the  colleagues  for  whom  he  spoke)  was  willing  that  it  should  be- 
denuded  of  it,  so  that  he  and  his  colleagues  did  not  consider  itt 
then  what  it  is  now  called,  "  annihilation  of  the  Universities." 

4<th,  In  a  memorial  to  the  Home  Secretary,  signed  conjointly. 
for  the  University/  of  Edinburgh,  the  Colleges  of  Physicians  andl 
Surgeons,  and  the  Glasgow  Faculty,  dated  22d  April  1850,. 
arrangements  are  suggested  for  conducting  the  examination  oft" 
the  General  Practitioner  by  the  two  Royal  Colleges  and  Glas- 
gow Faculty,  without  reference  to  the  University ;  and  so  soli- 
citous were  the  supporters  of  Medical  Reform  within  the* 
University  to  promulgate  this  view,  that  the  Memorial  is  pub-- 
lished  in  the  "Lancet,"  (vol.  i.  for  1850,  p.  550,)  by  the- 
express  desire  of  Professor  Syme. 

bth,  That  in  a  document,  entitled  "  Statement  for  the  Uni-- 
versity  of  Edinburgh,  &c.,"  dated  Edinburgh,  29th  May  1854,. 
and  signed  by  the  Dean  of  the  Medical  Faculty,  the  following: 
passage  occurs,  referring  to  the  proposal  to  confer  such  privi-- 
leges  on  the  University  of  London. 

"  And  in  particular  it  contemplates,  indirectly  indeed,  yett 
not  the  less  certainly,  a  serious  injury  to  the  University  oft 
Edinburgh,  by  conferring  on  a  rival  University  of  recent  erec-- 
tion  privileges  which  that  of  Edinburgh  long  exercised  by  suf- 
ferance, to  the  great  advantage  of  her  public,  but  which  it  has^ 
hitherto  in  vain  endeavoured  to  acquire  by  right." 

I  might  direct  your  attention  to  the  very  many  occasions  oni 
which  this  College  has  maintained  the  same  views;  but,, 
not  to  trespass  longer  on  your  time,  1  shall  select  but  one  in 
which  the  College,  addressing  the  promoters  of  the  Association! 
Bill  on  5th  September  1852,  uses  the  following  language  :— 

"That  Medical  Degrees  ought  to  be  regarded  simply  as- 
honors,  and  not  in  themselves  constituting  qualifications  for: 
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i  holding  appointments  as  Medical  Practitioners  under  the  pro- 

ii  posed  reform.  That  the  reform  ought  not,  as  was  proposed 
e     some  years  ago,  to  interfere  with  the  conditions  of  obtaining 

University  Degrees  ;   and   that,    consequently.  Universities 
ought  not  to  seek  any  control  over  the  conditions  of  acquiring 
II     the  status  of  Practitioner." 

e  The  position  of  the  question  now  is  this  : — The  Colleges 
e  still  adhere  to  this  opinion ;  the  Universities  have  abandoned 
t     it.    The  Universities  will  not  allow  interference  with  the 

manner  in  which  they  confer  their  degrees,  and  yet  they  wish 
t  to  interfere  with  the  licensing  of  the  General  Practitioner. 
B     No  other  profession  would  submit  to  this.    Does  the  academic 

degree  of  D.D.  give  a  license  to  preach  ?  Does  the  LL.D. 
I  become  a  licensed  practitioner  at  the  courts  of  law  ?  Certainly 
I  not.  What  control  have  the  Medical  Profession  over  the  Uni- 
;  versities?  None  whatever.  Is  such  an  anomaly  known 
(     abroad  ?    My  erudite  friend,   Dr  C.  Wilson,  conclusively 

settled  that  point  at  the  discussion  of  the  9th  April.  And 

in  that  list  of  bodies  whose  examination  is  to  qualify  appear 
I     the  names  of  Universities  who  have  not  a  single  Professor  of 
^     Medicine,  nor  one  qualified  to  examine  in  Medical  Science, 
f        Our  own  time-honoured  University  stands  in  a  different 

position,  but  even  over  it  the  profession  exercises  no  control. 

Medical  heretics  may  occupy  its  chairs,  or  they  may  be  held  by 
,     men  of  no  practical  experience ;  at  present  this  may  or  may 

not  be  the  case,  but  we  are  not  to  legislate  for  the  present  but 

for  the  future. 

Our  great  object  should  be  to  throw  as  much  of  the  teaching 
into  the  hands  of  the  Universities  as  possible, — to  intrust  to 
them  the  examination  in  the  preliminary  education,  and  the 
.  collateral  sciences,— but  to  keep  the  examination  of  the  practical 
branches  in  the  hands  of  the  Colleges,  who  will  always  take 
care  that  practical  men  are  selected  for  this  purpose.  And  be 
it  remembered,  that  every  Medical  Reform  Bill  has  contem- 
plated new  charters  to  the  Colleges,  so  as  to  render  them  much 
more  representative  of  the  profession  than  they  have  ever  yet 
beeh.  ,  '  ' 

I  ought,  perhaps,  to  say  a  single  word  here  in  regard  to  the 
University  of  London.  I  regret  that  it  has  made  common 
cause  with  the  Scottish  Universities,  for  its  analogies  are  far 
more  with  the  Corporations.  Its  licensing  and  degree-confer- 
ring officials  are  quite  distinct  from  those  who  teach,  inasmuch 
as  Its  examiners  are  not  teachers,  have  no  other  connection 
with  the  pupils  than  that  of  being  their  examiners,  and  are 
selected  from  men  eminent  in  the  profession  for  the  several 
branches  m  which  they  are  called  to  examine. 


10 


I  esirnestly  trust  that  the  great  principles  we  Iiave  hitherto 
successfully  contended  for  will  not  be  departed  from. 

I  earnestly  trust  that  no  decision  will  be  come  to  which 
will  alienate  us  from  the  other  corporate  bodies, — the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford,  and  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  with  whom  we  are 
now  so  closely  leagued. 

I  earnestly  trust  that  no  party  cry  of  "  The  Universities  are 
in  danger,"  will  lead  their  real  friends  to  forget  that  their  proper 
function  is,  in  the  language  of  Mr  Syrae,  to  teach  ;  and  that  in 
doing  this,  and  conferring  the  highest  honors  of  the  profession, 
they  are  most  honourably  and  beneficially  employed, 

I  earnestly  trust  that  individuals  who  happen  to  be  Fellows 
of  the  College,  but  whose  greater  interests  are  held  by  them  to> 
be  bound  up  with  other  bodies,  will  not  advocate  the  interests, 
of  these  bodies  to  the  detri?iient  of  our  College  in  the  hall  off 
the  College  itself ;  or  that,  if  they  do  so,  the  Fellows  will  not: 
be  misled  by  their  representations. 

This  College  is  pledged  to  the  other  Corporations,  and,  un-- 
less  the  fundamental  principles  on  which  the  union  was  ef-- 
fected  are  violated,  they  cannot,  without  dishonour,  resile  fromi 
their  agreements,  and  what  is  their  duty  is  fortunately  in  thi8^ 
case  their  interest. 

Important  as  I  hold  these  principles  to  be,  I  would  scarcely, 
venture  to  maintain  them  if  I  believed  them  injurious  to  my, 
Alma  Mater,  for  whom  I  entertain  a  becoming  reverence.  Sin- 
cerely believing,  however,  that  the  great  obstacle  she  has  toj 
contend  with  is  the  illegality  of  Scottish  licenses  in  England, — 
a  wretched  anomaly,  which  will  never  be  put  a  stop  to  till  an 
Bill  for  Medical  Reform  becomes  law, — and  believing,  as  noti 
the  least  intelligent  and  far-seeing  of  her  Professors  (Mr  Syme))B 
long  ago  shewed,  that  the  mixing  up  of  the  Degree  questionuB 
was  the  great  obstacle  in  securing  Medical  Reform,  I  regret  tool 
see  it  again  prominently  advanced.    Your  delegates,  in  theeB 
various  Conferences  held  between  the  Corporations,  did  theirrB 
utmost,  and  successfully,  to  secure  to  Universities,  in  the  con- J 
templated  measure,  the  large  proportion  of  the  Medical  Stu- J 
dents,  and  the  examination  in  the  preliminary  and  collateral 
sciences.    This  they  successfully  accomplished  ;  they  attempted^ 
more,  but  in  vain.    With  this,*the  most  exclusive  supporters* 
of  Universities  ought,  I  think,  to  be  satisfied.       ^  I 
Be  it  remembered  that  to  grant  to  the  Universities  the  powerij 
they  now  seek,  would  be  to  extinguish  the  Corporations  alto-« 
gether.    They  are  not  teaching  bodies  like  the  Universities.^ 
and  therefore  have  not  that  to  fall  back  upon.    A  large  propor--B 
tion  of  those  who  take  the  license  from  them  will  not  rest  comm 
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'  tented  with  it  alone,  but  will  seek  the  higher  honors  of  the  Pro- 
fession, which  can  be  obtained  from  the  Universities  only ; 
whereas  if  the  Degree  included  the  license  also,  there  would  be 
but  small  inducement  to  apply  for  the  license  only. 

'  The  great  safety  of  Universities  is  their  prestige,  which  they 
would  more  successfully  maintain  if  they  interfered  less  with 
matters  that  are  not  their  proper  concern,  and  did  not  expose 
their  miserable  internal  dissensions  to  the  world. 

I  cannot  conclude  without  a  few  words  on  the  Circular  of 
Dr  Burt,  and  the  Memorial  to  Mr  Cowper  which  it  enclosed. 
,  These  embrace  two  perfectly  distinct  questions  : — 
I  \sf,  The  propriety  of  the  minority  of  a  public  body  drawing 
i  up  and  transmitting  a  memorial  intended  to  oppose  and  coun 
I  teract  the  effect  of  a  vote  of  the  body  legally  come  to  after  full 
I  discussion. 

2d,  The  propriety  of  the  decision  at  which  the  College  ar- 
rived, by  a  majority,  at  their  meeting  on  the  9th  April. 

In  regard  to  the  first  of  these  1  would  observe, — 

1st,  That  every  public  body  has  certain  rules  of  procedure 
'  by  which  it  is  regulated ;  that  one  of  the  first  of  these  is, 

that  a  vote  regularly  come  to  after  full  discussion  regulates 
'  the  pi'ocedure  ;  and  that  the  legitimate  way  for  a  minority 

to  signify  that  they  do  not  acquiesce,  is  by  dissenting 

from,  or  protesting  against,  the  decision  arrived  at. 
'       2d,  That  at  the  meeting  of  the  College,  held  on  the  9tli 

April,  the  resolutions  proposed  by  Dr  Seller  were  carried 
'  by  a  majority ;  and  that,  as  no  protest  was  taken,  and  no 

'  dissent  entered,  the  minority  were  held  to  acquiesce. 

'  3d,  That  the  minority  uniting  together  and  signing  a  Me- 
'  morial,  intended  in  elfect  to  neutralize  the  decision  of  the 

'  College,  is  evidently  utterly  subversive  of  all  corporate 

*  action,  rule,  and  government,  and  must  inevitably  tend  (o 
^  bring  its  decisions  into  contempt. 

Uh,  That  had  the  College  of  Ph  ysicians  been  a  body  whose 
■  debates  were  reported  in  the  public  prints,  or  had  the 

'  minority  in  their  Memorial  refrained  from  all  reference  to 

^  the  proceedings  of  the  College,  and  not  given  what  we 

*  hold  to  be  an  incorrect  account  of  these,   less  blame 
would  be  attachable  to  them. 

^  5th,  That  had  the  majority  done  anything  which  the  mino- 
rity held  to  be  illegal,  no  fault  could  have  been  found  with 
the  minority  seeking  to  obtain  legal  redress  in  a  competent 
way,  but  no  such  allegation  is  made. 
6th,  That  did  the  minority  believe  that  the  decision  of  9th 
April  had  been  come  to  per  incuriam,  and  that  they  had 
really  a  majority  of  the  College  on  their  side,  they  should 
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liHve  called  iiiiollier  meeting,  and  had  the  question  re-ar- 
gued and  re-dci-idcd. 

7M,  That  the  Councillors  ol"  the  College  are  bound  to  carry 
out  its  decisions,  and  yet  three  of  these  gentlemen  are 
found  (one  most  actively)  doing  their  utmost  to  counter- 
act them.  How  can  a  Council  ol"  this  kind  be  trusted  to 
manage  the  affairs  of  the  College  ? 

8th,  Tliat  the  object  of  any  body  meeting  and  discussing  the 
questions  on  which  they  are  called  to  decide  is  to  hear  the 
arguments  on  either  side,  after  hearing  which,  they  are 
required  to  vote ;  and  yet,  appended  to  the  Memorial  are 
a  number  of  signatures  of  gentlemen  who,  without  having 
heard  these  arguments,  or  without  being  duly  informed  on 
the  question,  have  declared  how  they  would  have  voted  had 
they  been  present. 

In  regard  to  the  second  question  raised  in  the  Memorial  and 
Dr  Burt's  letter,  I  need  not  detain  you.  All  that  I  require 
to  say  regarding  it  is  to  be  found  in  the  earlier  part  of  this 
letter,  and  if  more  be  necessary,  it  is  amply  furnished  in  the 
admirable  letter  of  Dr  Seller,  which  I  have  just  received. 

Had  my  excellent  friend  Dr  Burt  fully  studied  this  question, 
he  would  not  have  denominated  the  decision  of  the  9th  April 
"  an  accidental  party  triumph,"  seeing  that  it  simply  re-affirmed 
a  principle  to  which  this  College  has  repeatedly  given  its  ad- 
herence, and  which  he  himself  has  repeatedly  supported  by  his 
vote.  If  there  was  party  spirit  at  all,  it  must  be  looked  for  in 
the  ranks  of  the  minority,  where  Professors  were  found  who 
seldom  assist  in  our  deliberations. 

I  regret  that  my  statement  has  extended  to  such  a  length  ; 
but  you  will  see  that  this  was  unavoidable.  I  have  endea- 
voured to  lay  the  considerations  which  weigh  on  my  own  mind; 
calmly  before  you,  and  without  introducing  a  single  word  cal- 
culated to  wound  the  feelings  of  those  friends  on  the  other 
side,  with  whom,  on  this  as  on  other  questions,  I  can  "  agree 
to  differ." 

Even  should  your  vote  on  Tuesday  alienate  us  from  those^ 
bodies  with  whom  we  are  pledged  by  every  consideration  to 
act  in  common,  and  lay  us  prostrate  at  the  feet  of  Universi- 
ties, while  I  shall  lament  the  result,  I  will  believe  that  it  has- 
been  honestly  arrived  at,  though  through  mistaken  views ;  and 
shall  look  forward  with  hope  to  the  time  when,  after  years- 
of  dreary  penance,  wiser  counsels  will  prevail,  and  the  true  in- 
terests and  real  position  of  our  College,  as  well  as  that  of  the 
Universities  and  the  general  public,  be  better  understood. 

I  am,  Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  humble  Servant, 

alexr.  wood. 
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